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Let us consider these arguments in order.

(a) Several of Mr. Dewar's twenty points may be
taken collectively, as different aspects of one feature.
Thus, in nos. i, 2 and 18, we find that the lower jaw of
the reptile is composed of a number of bones and articu-
lates with the skull indirectly through a quadrate bone,
while there is only one rod-like ear-bone (stapes or
columella amis) conveying the sound-waves from ear-
drum to inner ear. In mammals, the jaw is a single
bone (on each side), articulating directly with the skull,
but there is a chain of three little bones (malleus, incus,
stapes) in the middle ear. The morphological explana-
tion of these differences is that all but three of the lower
jaw bones of the reptile are missing in the mammal, one
(dentary) composes the actual jaw, one (angular) sup-
ports the ear-drum, one (articular) has become the mal-
leus, and the quadrate has become the incus. This is
not a matter of evolutionary theory, but of comparative
anatomy, accepted by creationists as due to different
modifications of a common Vertebrate plan ; and indeed,
on the face of it, such complete changes of function in
particular bones are more plausibly explained by the
intervention of creative power than by gradual evolu-
tion. A sarcastic creationist might get quite good fun
out of an imaginary picture of the transitional reptile-
mammal, obliged to stop eating in order t6 hear, since
the bone articulating his jaw also transmitted sound-
waves. Actually, the transitional condition is closely
approached in the mammal-reptiles of the Karroo beds
of South Africa; and although in the modern Mono-
tremes of Australia the mammalian condition is found,
yet the stapes keeps its rod-like reptilian form instead of
having the stirrup-shape of other mammals. The em-
bryos of Xenarthra also have a rod-like stapes.